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APOCRYPHAL NEW TESTAMENT. 


The remarks or criticisms on this work, for the want of time 
to transcribe them for the press, must be further postponed : 
besides, it has been thought best that a view of the whole work 
should first appear, and the criticisms or remarks to follow. 

We shall here insert a lengthy note from the Preface, occa- 
sioned by, or rather following an extract from the author of the 
Preface to the Catalogue of the MSS. of the King’s Library, 
who thus expresses himself: “ I wish that the insertion of the 
article of Christ’s Descent into Hell in the Apostles’ Creed could 
be as well accounted for as the insertion of the said verse.”’ (1 
John, v. 7.) 

Nore. Catalogue of MSS. of the king’s library, by David 
Casley, 4to. in Pref. p. xxiv. For large particulars of Christ’s 
Descent into Hell, see the Gospel of Nicodemus, chap. xiii. to 
XX. 

The verse alluded to by Mr. Casley is 1 John, v. 7. This 
spyrious passage, in the authorised version of the New Testa- 
ment, printed by the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge 
and the King’s printers, and appointed to be read in churches, 
stands thus: ** For there are three that bear record in heaven, 
the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost; and these three are 
one.”” "This verse, Mr. Casley says, is now generally given 
up; being in no Greek MS., save one at Berlin, which is dis- 
covered to have been transcribed from the printed Biblia Com- 
plutensia; and another modern one at Dublin, probably trans- 
lated or corrected from the Latin Vulgate. It is conjectured 
that it may have been inserted by the mistake of a Latin co- 
vyist: for the owners of MSS. often wrote glosses or para- 
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phrases of particular passages between the lines, and ignorant 
transcribers sometimes mistook these notes for interlined 
omissions by the original scribes, and accordingly in re-copy- 
ing the MSS. incorporated these glosses or paraphrases into 
the body of the text. For instance, Jerome, in one of his let- 
ters, says that an explanatory note which he himself had made 
in the margin of his Psaltar had been incorporated by some 
transcriber into the text; and Dr. Bentley, in the 96th page 
of his Epistle, annexed to Malala’s Chronicle, has proved 
Liiva spos eoriy ev ey Ape Gra, in Galatians, iy. 25, to be of the 
same stamp. 

It is scarcely necessary to tell the reader, that in 1516 and 
1519, Erasmus published his first and second editions of the 
Greek ‘Testament, both which omitted the three heavenly 
witnesses. ‘That having promised to insert them in his text, 
if they were found in a single Greek MS., he was soon inform- 
ed of the existence of such a MS. in England, and consequent- 
ly inserted 1 John, v. 7, in his third edition 1522. That this 
MS. after a profound sleep of two centuries, has at last been 
found in the library of Trinity College, Dublin. That the 
Complutensian edition, was not published till 1522, though it 
professes to be printed in 1514, has the seventh and eighth 
verses patched up from the modern Latin MS., and the final 
clause of the eighth verse, which is omitted in its proper place, 
transferred to the end of the seventh. That Colinzeus, in 1534, 
omitted the verse on the faith of MSS. That R. Stephens, in 
his famous edition of 1550, inserted the verse, and marked the 
words ro: ovgavas aS Wanting in seven MSS. That Beza, sus- 
pecting no mistake, concluded that these seven MSS. contain- 
ed the rest of the seventh verse, and the eighth with the words 
ev TH: YN. 

Sir Isaac Newton wrote a Dissertation upon this passage, 
wherein he gave a clear, exact, and comprehensive view of the 
whole question, and wherein he says, that when the adversa- 
ries of Erasmus had got the Trinity into his edition, they 
threw by their MS. as an almanack out of date. 

The text is not contained in any Greek manuscript which 
was written earlier than the fifteenth century. 2. Nor in any 
Latin manuscript earlier than the ninth century. 3. It is not 
found in any of the ancient versions. 4. It isnot cited by any 
of the Greek ecclesiastical writers, though to prove the doc- 
trine of the Trinity, they have cited the words both before and 
after this. 5. It is not cited by any of the early Latin Fa- 
thers, even when the subjects upon which they treat would na- 
turally have led them to appeal to its authority. 6. It is first 
cited by Vigilius Tapsensis, a Latin writer of no credit, in the 
latter end of the fifth century, and by him it is suspected to 
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have been forged. 7. It has been omitted as spurious in many 
editions of the New ‘Testament since the reformation :—in the 
two first of Erasmus, in those of Aldus, Colinzcus, Zwinglius, 
and lately of Griesbach. 8. It was omitted by Luther in his 
German version. In the old English Bibles of Henry VIIL., 
Edward VI., and Elizabeth, it was printed in small types, or 
included in brackets: but between the years 1566 and 1580, 
it began to be printed as it now stands; by whose authority is 
not known.—See ‘Travis’s Letters to Gibbon, and Porson’s to 
Travis. Also Griesbach’s excellent Dissertation on the ‘Text 
at the end of his second volume. Archbishop Newcome omits 
the text, and the Bishop of Lincoln expresses his conviction 
that itis spurious. (Elem. of Theol. vol. ii. p. 90, note.)* 

In a sumptuous Latin MS. ofthe Bible, written so late as in 
the thirteenth century, formerly belonging to the Capuchin 
Convent at Montpelier, afterwards in the possession of Har- 
ley, Earl of Oxford, and now deposited in the British Museum, 
the verse of the three heavenly witnesses is wanting, as ap- 
pears by the following literal extract from it. 


Hic est qui uenit per aguam & sanguinum. the 
rpe. Ron in ag Solum. sed in aqua & Sanguinem 
& Spu. Spe est gui testificatur. quoniam rpe est ve- 
ritas. Quowmam tres sunt. qui testunontum dant 
intra, Spe. aqua. & Sanguis. Et tres win sunt.+ 


The following Greek and Latin authors HAVE NOT QUOTED 
THE TEXT :+ 

Greek authors:—Ireneus—Clemens Alexandrinus—Diony- 
sius Alexandrinus, (or the writer against Paul of Samosata 
under his name)—Athanasius—The Synopsis of Scripture— 
The Synod of Sardica—Epiphanius—Basil—Alexander ol 
Alexandria—Gregory Nyssen—Gregory Nazianzen, with his 
two commentators, Elias Cretensis and N icetas—Did ymus de 
Spiritu Sancto—Chrysostome—An anthor under his name de 
santa et cousubstantialt Trinitate—Cesarius—Proclus—} he 
Council of Nice, as it is represented by Gelasius Cyzicenus— 
iiyppolytus—Andrias—Six catene quoted by Simon—1 ne 
marginal scholia of three MSS.—Hesychius—John Dama- 
cenus—Oecumenius—Euthymius Zigabenus. . 

Latin authors:—The author de Baptismo Hereticorum, 
among Cyprian’s works—N ovatian—Hilary—Lucifer Calazi- 


* Improved version of the New Testament, 1803. 
+ Harl. Coll. MSS. Cod. 47753. ae 
: Porson’s Letters to Travis, p. 363. 
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nus—The author de Promissis—Eucherius—Facundus—(Ce-. 
tanus—J erome—Augustine—A mbrose— Faustinus--Leo Mag- 
realis—Rusticus—-Bede—Gregory—Phtlastrius——Paschasius 
—Arnobius, junior—Pope Kusebius. 

it is evident that if the text of the heavenly witnesses had 
been known from the beginning of Christianity, the ancients 
would have eagerly seized it, inserted it in their creeds, 
quoted it repeatedly against the heretics, and selected it for the 
brightest ornament of every book that they wrote upon the sub- 
ject of the ‘Trinity. In short, if this verse be really genuine, 
notwithstanding its absence from all the visible Greek MSS. 
except two; one of which aukwardly translates the verse from 
the Latin, and the other transcribes it from a printed book ; 
notwithstanding its absence from all the versions except the 
vulgate ; and even from many of the best and oldest MSS. of 
the vulgate; notwithstanding the deep and dead silence of all 
the Greek writers down to the thirteenth, and mest of the La- 
tins down to the middle of the eighth century ; if, in spite of 
all these objections it be still genuine, no part of Scripture 
whatsoever can be proved either spurious or genuine ; and Sa- 
tan has been permitted for many centuries, miraculously to ba- 
nish the finest passage in the New Testament from the eyes and 
memories of almost all the Christian authors, translators, and 
transcribers. 

Sir Isaac Newton observes, that ** what the Latins have 
done to this text, (1 John, v. 7.) the Greeks have done to that 
of St. Paul, (Timoty iii. 16.) For by changing ¢ into ©, the 
abbreviation of ©¢%s, they now read, Great is the mystery of 
Godliness: Gop manifested inthe flesh: whereas all the churches 
for the first four or five hundred years, and the authors of all 
the ancient versions, Jerome, as well as the rest, read, Great 
is the mytery of Godtiness, wH1cH was manifested in the flesh.” 
Sir Isaac gives a list of authors, who, he says, * wrote, all of 
them, in the fourth and fifth centuries for the Deity of the 
Son, and the incarnation of God ; and some of them largely, 
and in several! tracts ; and yet” he says, ** I cannot find that 
they ever alledge this text to prove it, excepting that Gregory 
Nyssen once urges it, (if the passage crept not into him out of 
some marginal annotations). In all the times of the hot and 
lasting Arian controversy, it never came into play; though 
now those disputes are over, they that read Gop made manifes! 
in the flesh, think it,’’ Sir isaac says, * one of the most obvi- 
ous and pertinent texts for the business.” 

There are other interpolations and corruptions of passages in 
the New Testament, but the Editor perceives that the few obser- 
vations he has hastily collected and thrown together in this note, 
have already extended it to undue length, and it must here close. 
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The GENERAL EPISTLE of BARNABAS. 


| Barnabas was a companion and fellow-preacher with Paul. This 
Epistle lays a greater claim to canonical authority than most others. 
It has been cited by Clemens Alexandrinus, Origen, Eusebius, and 
Jerome, and many ancient Fathers. Cotelerius affirms that Origen 
and Jerome esteemed it genuine and canonical; but Cotelerius 
himself did not believe it to be either one or the other; on the con- 
trary, he supposes it was written for the benefit of the Ebionites, 
(the christianized Jews,) who were tenacious of rites and cere- 
monies. Bishop Fell feared to own expressly what he seemed to 
be persuaded of, that it ought to be treated with the same respect 
as several of the books of the present canon. Dr. Bernard, Savi- 
lian professor at Oxford, not only believed it to be genuine, but that 
it was read throughout, in the churches at Alexandria, as the canon- 
ical scriptures were. Dodwell supposed it to have been publish- 
cd before the Epistle of Jude, and the writings of both the Johns. 
Vossius, Dupuit, Dr. Cave, Dr. Mill, Dr. S. Clark, Whiston, and 
Archbishop Wake, also esteemed it genuine: Menardus, Arch- 
bishop Laud, Spanheim, and others, deemed it apocryphal. } 


CONTENTS OF THE CHAPTERS. 


Preface to the Epistle.—That God has abolished the legal 
sacrifices, to introduce the spiritual righteousness of the gos- 
pel—'t he prophecies of Daniel concerning the ten kings, and 
the coming of Christ—That Christ was to suffer, proved from 
the prophecies concerning him—The subject continued—The 
scape-goat, an evident type of this—The red heifer, another 
type of Christ—Of the circumcision of the ears, and how in 
the first institution of circumcision, Abraham mystically foretold 
Christ by name—That the commands of Moses concerning 
clean and unclean beasts, &c. were all designed for a spiritual! 
signification—Baptism and the cross of Christ, foretold in 
figures under the law—The subject continued—The promise 
of God not made to the Jews only, but to the Gentiles also, and 
fulfilled to us by Jesus Christ—That the sabbath of the Jews 
was but a figure of a more glorious sabbath to come, and thetr 
temple, of the spiritual temples of God—Of the way of light, 
being a summary of what a Christian is to do, that he may be 


happy forever—Of the way of darkness; that is, what kind of 


persons shall be for ever cast out of the kingdom of God. 
To this Epistle there is added the following postscript. 


The end of the Epistle of Barnabas, the Apostle, and fellow- 
traveller of St. Paul the Apostte. 
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Bicknell’s Letters. 


LETTER TO THE EDITOR. 


Germanlown, 14th Sept. 1822. 


To tux Rev, A. KNEELAND, 


Sir—A few days ago I put my hand upon the enclosed let- 
ters, and [ hand them to you for your perusal, and for publica- 
tion in your Magazine, should you deem them worth publishing. 

Fhe author of them was an intimate and particular friend of 
the late Rev. KE. Winchester, and was at the expence of the 
first publication of Winchester’s Dialogues ; and the letters 
were Written to me. 

i will take an opportunity of calling at some future time, 
for the letters. 

I am, Sir, yours, very respectfully, 
THOMAS HAWLEY. 


ep —- 


Miicham in Surrey, July 20, 1817. 

Dear Sir—-In your letters to my son, you haVe in a friendly 
manner mentioned me: gratitude demands a like return; and 
as f presume you are very desirous of knowing and learning 
the mind and will of God towards his creatures, I think open- 
ing a correspondence with you upon these important subjects, 
nav be the most suitable revurn & can make for all your kind- 
ness to my son, and your friendly notice of me;, and this I shall 
endeavour to do in a brief manner, and in a fprm portable to 
make it more convenient. 

I may first observe that I receive the sein as the re- 
vealed will of God, and it is by them we must ag last determine 
every doctrine taught by man; setting entirely out of view all 
our feelings, our prejudged notions, prejudices and the opinions 
of majorities, learned men, &c. or we may at last deceive our- 
selves, and split upon the very rock we wish to avoid. 

Your first enquiry seems to be; is the tremendous doctrine 
of endless misery, the doctrine of the bible, or is it not? 

I answer, that notwithstanding the majority of Christians 
of most denominations have supposed it to be declared in the 
scriptures, yet I cannot give my assent to it for various rea- 
sons, and shall concisely state ‘a few of themg A letter will 
not admit of going into a detail of argument, a few flying 
thoughts must suffice, especially as you will read at large the 
arguments of Winchester. — - 

The first idea which I had of the doctrine of the universal 
restoration, was from a debate which I had ‘with a sensible 
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clergyman, (a Calvanist,) more than thirty years ago, upon 
free-will. He pressed me hard upon some topics; and ! pinned 
him as closely upon the numerous conditional promises and 
ihreatenings. He strongly insisted upon the efficacy of the 
death of Christ, and that he could not have died in vain for 
any: I as firmly maintained from the scriptures, that Christ 
died for all; or as the Syraic copy has it, for all, God except- 
ed. In short, we referred to the scriptures, and met again 
and again; until we united in opinion, upon the following 
reasons : 

1. That universal restoration only can harmonize the scrip- 
tures; in which, with the Calvinists, we say, that Christ ne- 
ver died in vain for any; and with the Arminians, that Christ 
died for all, agreeable to the scriptures ; and consequently as 
all are not saved by reason of their impiety, so the ungodly. 
for whom Christ also died, must be at length restored. 

2. We could no where find in the Bible that endless misery 
was threatened: the words everlasting, for ever, &c. being so 
very frequently used for periods which have ended, and aas/ 
end; as the priesthood of Aaron, the kingdom of Judah, the 
arth, the sun, moon, and in many other instances; and al- 
though the word everlasting may be joined with the happiness 
of the righteous and the misery of the wicked, it will no more 
prove the same, than the word holy applied to God, angels or 
men, prove the same in degree or continuance. 

8. We found numerous threatenings in the scriptures, which 
at first view seemed to be utter destruction, and yet their re 
storation was to succeed so as to mect the smiles of their 


creator, as in Hosea, where God threatens the people of 


Israel that he will no more have mercy upon them; and yet 
after their affliction the scene was reversed. 

Ezekiel speaks of the restoration of Sodom and Gomorrah, 
as well as of Samaria and Jerusalem; but when? it must be in 
a future state. Paul speaks of the restoration of all Israei— 
the Revelations, of a numerous host who came out of the grea 
tribulation: but the martyrs were comparatively few, as it is 
commonly explained. 

Numerous instances might be adduced of God’s dealing with: 
severity to his rebellious offspring ; but eventually mercy re- 
joicing over judgment: this is his strange work. 

4. Although the doctrine of the universal restoration may 
not be so clearly stated in the New Testament, as the doc- 
trines of faith, repentance, obedience, rewards and a future 
state, yet the passages are numerous, implying it, which, if 
we were not in the habit of hearing the reverse, I am persuades, 
would strike our minds very forcibly in favour of it; such as 
Revelations chap. 5, where every creature, living or dead, is te 
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ascribe glory, &c. to their creator: if this be not universal, 
What does language mean? Isaiah confirms the same idea, so 
does Peter in the Acts. Our Lord speaks of two classes of 
sinners, the one to be beaten with few stripes, the other (who 
knew best) with many stripes; not endless! Did Jesus speak 
common sense, and is it sense to say few stripes are endless, 
only they are lighter than the other. How often have I heard 
this very ridiculous assertion, even from the pulpit; the com- 
mon theatre of good sense; and the stage, from which the 
vilest of nonsense has issued. Pardon the digression, but the 
observation is that of a well known preacher of the present day. 

5. In our researches we were surprized to find no such sup- 
posed threatenings in all the books of Moses to the Israelites ; 
hardly in any of the rest of the sacred books of the Old Testa- 
ment. Would the Almighty have inflicted such a punishment 
without mentioning it. ; 

Paul speaks once and once only of everlasting destruction, 
though his Epistles form a great part of the New Testament. 
Neither John, James, or Peter mention it, as also, in the Acts, 
not a word of it; though we should expect to find it here more 
especially. 

{ have often thought if some of our modern preachers had 
been sent to Cornelius, or to the Jailor, or had preached to the 
heathens at Athens, or before Felix; or had written to the 
abominable Romans, or to the foolish Galatians, how would 
they have sounded their trumpet of endless damnation, God’s 
vindictive fury, and their consignment to that place where 
hope never comes, but torture without end, &c. 

6. In our examination, we found hundreds of passages, be- 
sides the foregoing, which are utterly irreconcilable, nay, re- 
pugnant to the doctrine of endless misery ; and in the course 
of thirty years, I may say the more I have heard the argu- 
ments of our opponents, the more I am convinced they have 
not entered fully into the subject; but have rather received 
from tradition the common opinion, and have taken that for 
granted which ought to have been proved ; and this I know 
by experience to be the truth, having conversed with many 
religious persons upon the subject; who, in general, I found 
have never considered it, though they pretend to oppose it. 

[ will give-you a few specimens of those scriptures, which 
from a boy, I have often contemplated, and which I now see 
the force and beauty of, though before-I had this view great- 
ly embarrassed my mind, and no doubt have yours. 

Our Lord commands us to forgive our enemies, to bless 
them even though they revile us, to love them, and even to for- 
give the offender seventy times seven, or four hundred and 
ninety times in aday. Can man be more pure than his maker: 
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and will he never forgive his 2 Oh, my God ! how can I har- 
tid such a detestable thought of thee and of thy government. 

Hast thou declared thyself good and gracious; not willing 
th tat any should perish, but that all should live. ‘Thou, who, 
by thy apostle, hast declared thyself the Saviour of all, especi- 
ally of those who believe, viz. the first f wits—Thou, who de- 
clarest judgment to be thy strange work, and that thou dost 
not willingly grieve and afflict thy offspring, but for their good. 
Can I harbour the thought that thy mercies close with the 
lives of thy poor offending, ignorant creatures, many of whom 
have not the opportunity ef hearing of a Redeemer, through 
whom they may apply to thee—tiast thou declared that thy 
tender mercies are over all thy works, and that they extend 
to a thousand generations. Can thy goodness extend to the 
whole creation, by sending thy blessings to the unthankful as 
well as to thy faithful sers ‘ants; and will thine anger endure 
to the endless ages of eternity, whilst thou hast deciared, that 
ihy anger lasts but for a moment, and that thy mercies endure 
lor ever; and hast thou declared this again and again in thy 
word, and can f yet deny it? 

Are not thy creatures brought into a worid surrounded with 
trials and tempiations of every kind, groaning with diilicul- 
lies, While we are made subject to vanity, not willingly, but 
by thy good pleasure and tm thy wisdom thou hast permitted 
it; and wilt thou not at last bring forth good out of all thus 
evil. 

Oh! my God, I believe thou can’t not err; thou wilt not 
suffer way. creatures always to be at variance with thyself: 
ignorance and evil example by parents, by masters, and by 
mnost surrounding us; whereby children of ten aud men of age, 
appear equally contaminated: yet when thou madst them, 
thou didst pronounce them good, very good. ‘hou hast assur- 
ed us, that in this dreadful state, thou still lovest us; and as 
a proof of it, thou didst send Jesus Christ into the world to 
redeem us fvom sin and all its consequences—This then is the 
happy time when ‘* where sin abounded, then grace shall mich 
iore abound, and that as by the first man Adam, ail are made 
partakers of his fall, so by the second Adam, the man Christ 
desus, all shall be made partakers of that glorious inheritance 
which cur father forfeited by his transgression.” 

Rerein my God I rejoice and will rejoice, firmly believing 
that thou hast appointed one that is mighty and abie to subdue 
ul things to himself, and that when this great work of ap 
dem] ption is fully complete, and not till then, our blesse.i Ke- 
deemer will resign himself and | is commission, When Go! wil 
hecome all in all. Uh happy, though remote period! may this 


ne a lasting consolation to my mind and support me under 
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every trial in this life; trusting and relying on the mercies of 
iny God, and believing that all he has promised, he will even- 
tually fulfil. 

My dear sir, excuse my prolixity; but my heart is ravished 
and my mind is filled with an ardent desire for the good of all 
my fellow-mortals, and I doubt not but you will cordially 
unite with me, and while you are reading these few lines, 
raise your mind to that Supreme Being who has given to 
us life, and breath, and all things necessary for our present 
comfort and for our future glory. 

We see now through a glass darkly, but ere long we shall 
sce and know more distinctly, and enjoy un interrupted happi- 
ness In the company of our blessed Redeemer to all eternity. 

I desire my kind respects to your dear partner, to your 
children, and to all your kind family, who have often been the 
subject of conversation with my son, and though I am a stran- 
ger yet IL beg your kind remembrance of me to them all, 
hoping that if we never shall see each other in this world, I 
trust we shall all have a happy meeting in a more glorious and 
perfect state. 

if you meet with any difficulties, either in your reading or 
conversations respecting these subjects, [ recommend that you 
pen them down, and if [ am honoured with your correspon- 
dence, I shall notice any thing you may offer. 

I conclude with the assurance of being, my dear sir, your 
very sincere friend, and fellow Christian, 

WILLIAM BICKNELL. 


[ Second Letter in our next | 





a 





LETTER TO THE EDITOR. 


Dear Sir—I submit for your perusal a few bricf sketches 
concerning the Son of God. My wish is to do good if I can— 
not to give any proper cause of offence. I write only what | 
believe to be truth. If you should think proper to publish them 
in the Magazine you are welcome. If not, please return the 
MS. to me, and there will be no harm done or supposed. 


I am your friend, Yr. D. 
Phitadelphia, Nov. 12, 1822. 
Rev. Mr. Abner Kneeland. 
rae 


Some brief Sketches of the History and Character of the Son of 
God, from the Scriptures. 


In Rev. iii. 14, he styles himself the Saithful and true wit- 
ness 3 the beginning of the creation of God. As there is no rea- 
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son to doubt of this being a literal fact, it appears to shew that 
he was the first being whom the great seli-existent, supreme 
being, was pleased to bring into existence. ‘his must have 
been vat a period inconceivably remote ; ; for it was before any 
thing else was created. Accordingly, in John xvii. 5, we find, 
that when finishing the work which was given him to do on 

earth, he prayed to the Father that he might be restored to the 
glory which he had with the Father, before the world was. In 
John i. 1, we are told that he was with God in the beginning; 


and at that remote period sustained the form and character of 


Goi. 

All our knowledge of the Supreme Being is merely redative; 
that is to say, what he is in relation to his creatures. Hence 
all that men have said and written about the substance and es- 
sence of God, is merely scholastic nonsense, and all the books 
written about these terms are good for nothing. 

In the scriptures, the Hebrew term, /eim, translated God, 
is always expressive of dominion. ‘The possession of divine 
authority to govern, judge, create, provide, preserve, comfort, 
save, reprove, chasten, &c. In the self-existent Supreme Be- 
ing, this authority is original, underived; in all others it is 
authority delegated by him. ‘Thus Moses was made a God to 
Pharaoh, being divinely authorised to inflict judgments on him 
and his people. Thus also the rulers of Isracl were made 
Gods, being divinely authorised to govern and judge that peo- 
pie. But the power and authority delegated to the Son of God, 
constituting him a God, or in the form of God, incomparably 
transcends all the other delegations together ; comprehending 
authority over every creature, in heaven andearth. ‘This also 
was the image or likeness of God, in which Adam was created, 
consisting of the dominion which was given to him over all 
the inferior animals on this globe, having no other relation to 
the state of his mind than the capacity of exercising that au- 
thority. Itis a gross mistake to suppose the expression, the 
God of this wor id, or rather age, 2 Cor. iv. 4, refers to the 
Devil, to whom no divine authority belongs. It is one of the 
titles of God himself, or Jesus Christ. Comp. Rom. xi. 8, 
and 2 Thess. ii. 11. 

The Hebrew name, Jekovah, is also a relative name, de- 
noting the fulfiller of the divine purposes, promises, or Uireat- 
enings ; and is always used in the scriptures in that sense ; 
restric ted i in its application to the Father, as underived ; wuthe- 
rity, and to the Son, as the servant or agent of the Fathe: 


like the execution of judgment. The I ather is the judge of 


the world, but he executes the judgment by the Son, his agent. 
In Isaiah xliv. 24, the Father saith, Jam Jehovah who maketh 


all things ; that stretcheth forth the heavens above, and spreadeth 
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abroad the earth by myself. With equal truth, addressing the 
Son, whe acts by the power of the Father which is given to 
him, he saith, Psaim cil. 25, compare Heb. i. 10. of old 
thow has: taid the foundations of the earti: and the heavens are 
the work uf tiy hands. So when Israel came out of Egypt, in 
Deut. xxxii. 12, Moses teils us, the Lord alone did lead him; 
and in Palm Ixxvil. 20, the Psalmist says, thou leadest thy 
people ‘ice a fiock, by the hands of Moses and Aaron. Both ae 
equalis truce. indeed it is of suca frequent occurrence, that the 
Almgiuty executes his work by means of such agents or in- 
striments as ie pleaseth, that more illustration cannot be 
neediei to any man who reads the bibie with attention. There 
is thereiore no reason to doubt that God created the heavens 
ani the earth and all things by his power, in the hands of his 
Son. She expressions in tie first and third chapters of Genesis, 
let us inake man in our own image, after our likeness, and the 
manis become as une of ius, ave too plain to admit of any doubt 
that more than one were present at the use of these expressions; 
the endeavours to evade the force of the plural pronouns, are 
tov weak to satisfy any simple enquiring mind; they arise from 
mistaken views, and can only aliect superficial readers. ‘The 
expressions correspond to that in John i. 1, 2, that the word 
was in the beginning with God, and the term beginning is the 
same as that referred to, Heb. i. 18, when the heavens and tie 
earth were created. ‘The endeavours to evade the force of that 
expression, are equally weak and unsatisfactory ; in Jolini. 3, 
without him not any thing was which was, refers to the same 
period and work, and are opposed by similar endeavours, and 
equally inappropriate. Why all these endeavours? only lest 
the scriptures should prove what the scriptures uniformly tes- 
tify, but never oppose; that is. that the Son of God was in « 
glorious state with the Father, before the worid was. Utis much 
to be cegretted that learned and even good men should have 
attempted to set up such an hypothesis which the scriptures 
alone will not support, and that misconstructions and evasions 
of the simple and uniform scripture testimony should have 
been made use of, to support that hypothesis, which good men 
should not have used; and among others, that the learned, 
good, and generally candid Dr. Lardner, should have fallen 
inwo the mistaken views. I do not know what foolish notions 
might have been propagated in his day, but his letter on the 
Logos, which kL have no doubt was well intended, and might be 
eflicien! against some ephemeral scheme, is as far wide of the 
simple scripture doctrine as it could well be; indeed it does not 
touch it at all; and from his manner of quoting the scripture 
testimony. :t does not accord with the general candour of his 
valuable iuvestigations. The general scope of his letter seems 
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vo be levelled against the notion held by some body, I know not 
who, that a powerful superangelic spirit became the soul 
the man Christ Jesus. He contended that it could not be true, 
fox that such a powerful spirit would destroy any human bo- 
dy. Had he with his usual candour, examined the scr iptures 
he mighthave easily discovered that both the soul and body of 
the Son of God, before he came in the fiesh, were spiritual ; 
but that when the fullness of time was come, his soul and b body 
were changed by the will of God, into one earthly state, as 
much as those of any other man, to be suitable for his state as 
a servant, until he finished his earthly obedience on the Cross 3 
and that after God had raised him from the dead, his s a 
and body were again changed by the will of his God and Fa- 
ther, Into a spiritual or heavenly state suitable to that ple ni- 
tude of divine power and authority » With the exercise of which 
he is now invested. For want of close attention to the scrip- 
tures, many good and pious men, who will be accepted of God, 
notw ae their mistakes, are strangers to the great 
importance of the Son of God in the works and w ays of God, 
hefore the Son took part with us in flesh and blood; and are 
orecluded from the present satisfaction which arises from clear 
and consistent understanding of the divine testimony. From 
misunderstanding the simple ‘testimony of the scr iptures, some 
circumstances appear which seem inconsistent with the infin: te 
and unchangeable harmony and perfection of the divine cha- 
racter; for instance, in Gen. vi. 6, 7, we read that it repented 
Jehovah that he had made man on the earth, and it sri sewed him 
at his heart—It vepenteth me that IT have made them. How 
ous this accord with the character of him who chanseth noi— 
who doth not repent? ‘This direct opposition to the divine cha- 
racter disappears when we consider that the name Jehovah be- 
longs to the Son, as derived from the Father, and that he is ¢ 
limited being ; who could not know all the consequences result- 
ing from what he did by the father’s appointment, only as the3 
were revealed to him by the Father, to whom nothing can be 
contingent, and in whom grief and repentance can have no 
place. Again; in Exodus xxxi. 17, in six days Jehycai 
made heaven and earth, and on the seventh day he rested ani 
was refreshed; compared with Isaiah xl. 28, where we are tole 
that Jehovah fainteth not, neither is weary, with him there can 
he no exhausting of strength, nor need of refreshing. But con- 
sider that the title Jehovah is given to the Son, whose strengi’s 
is not infinite, he may be fatigued and need refreshment, and ti: 
inconsistency disappears. We read that Jehovah was some 
times seen, look at the 18th chapter of Genesis; Jehovah ap- 
peared to A! braham, with two messengers, as men, Aby aham 
made provision for them, and stood by them whist they did 
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eat. Two of them went towards Sodom. Abraham stood wit) 
the remaining person whom he recognized as Jehovah the judge 
of all the earth, and interceded with him for Sodom, and Jehovah 
went away when he had done communing with Abraham. Vhe 
Apostle, 1 Tim. vi. 16, tells us that the Most High dweileth in 
the light which no man can approach unto; whom no man hath 
seen nor can see. This appears a flat contradiction ; for Jeho- 
vahis the Hebrew title of the most High God. But if we con- 
sider that !ehovah is the title of the Son of God also, who is not 
infinite nor necessarily invisible, and that it must have been the 
Son whom Abraham saw, because it could not be the Father, all 
is plain. Compare also Isaiah vi. 5, with John xii. 41, and see 
Malachi iii. 1, where Jehovah is decidedly the Son. I have 
stated that the title Jehovah, denotes the fulfiller of the divine 
promises and threatenings. In Exodus vi. 3, God told Moses 
that he was known to the patriarchs by the name of God Al- 
mighty, but not by his name Jehovah. ‘The reason was ob- 
vious. The patriarchs knew him by the name Jehovah; they 
built altars to the name Jehovah, and called upon that name in 
other respects ; but respecting the promises of giving the land 
of Canaan to their seed, he could not be known by that name 
until the time came to fulfil the promise; and the scriptures 
throughout declare that he shall be known by the name Jeho- 
vah, when the promises or threatenings shall be fulfilled. 
Those who deny that the Son of God ever had any existence 
until he was conceived by Mary, deprive themselves of much 
satisfaction in the harmony of the scriptures, and surely it 1s 
not well to oppose the testimony ef the Son of God himself, 
and of the apostles whom he sent out, filled with the same di- 
vine spirit with which he was anointed, and especially of Paul, 
who received his instructions by direct revelation from Jesus 
Christ himself. They have published an improved version of 
the New ‘Testament, which in many respects is a good one, 
but where the New ‘Testament is unfavourable to their fa- 
vourite hypothesis, they have ventured upon some very gross 
perversions of the translations. I shall only mention here 
these three, John i. 15, and SOth, instead of He was before me, 
which is the true reading, they have printed He is my principal. 
In all other instances of these two Greek words, and they are 
numerous, they have rendered them correctly; but in these two 
verses they have altered the sense. In 2 Cor. 8, 9, though he 
was rich yet for your sakes he became poor, they have printed, 
while he was rich he lived in poverty. Heb. i. 8. thy throne, 
O God, they have printed God is thy throne. The object of 
the first and second of these instances could only be to keep 
out of view what the scriptures teach, and these texts express, 
that the Son of God had been ina higher state, before he empt- 
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ed himself, taking the form of a servant; and the manifest de- 
sign of the last, was to avoid what the scriptures ascribe to 
the Son of God, in this text and elsewhere, the relative title, 
God, either in his previous or present state. And yet it may 
be difficult to discover how the Father can be honoured by en- 
deavouring to degrade the Son, where the Father honours him. 
Upon the whole, it is surely no easy matter to perceive what 
valuable purpose can be served by making such attempts to 
mislead the unlearned reader, while it throws no friendly 
aspect on the whole volume of revelation. T. D. 
Philadelphia, Nov. 12, 1822. 


ReMARK.—It will be very obvious that the above communi- 
cation does not correspond with our views of the subject; the 
idea that any man (who ever was born of a woman) should have 
long existed as a rational being before he was born, or that 
the creator of man should condescend to be born, are to our un- 
derstanding perfectly chimerical ; but, as we consider the idea 
perfectly harmless, as it admits of but one supreme Jchovah, we 
do not feel disposed to contend against it, but to Iet cach one 
enjoy his own opinion.—Kp. 








DEDICATION. 


On Wednesday, the 20th November, the Universalist Chapel, 
lately erected in this town, was dedicated to the worship of 
Almighty God. The services were introduced by the reading 
of select portions of scripture, by the Rev. Mr. Ballou, 2d, of 
Roxbury ; after which the Rev. Mr. Carrique, of Hartford, 
(Conn.) addressed the Throne of Grace, in an appropriate and 
fervent prayer. ‘The Rev. Mr. Ballou, of Boston, followed in 
an ingenious and pertinent discourse, from Gen. xxviii. 17, 
‘* How dreadful is this place! this is none other but the House 
of God—and this is the gate of Heaven.”—The Rev. Mr. 
Whittemore, of Cambridgeport, (Mass.) offered the concluding 
Prayer, and the Benediction was pronounced by the Rev. Mr. 
Ballou. 

‘Several highly appropriate Hymns were interspersed during 
the service, which were performed in a masterly style by the 
choir and accompanying instrumental performers. ‘The au- 
dience was numerous to excess, the whole body of the house 
being almost exclusively filled with ladies. Many of the re- 
spectable clergy of the town, and several from abroad attended 
on the occasion. 

We could not but admire the beauty, neatness and conve 
nience of this edifice. The proportions, both internal and ex 
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ternal, are fine, and the whole effect agreeable and iinposing, 
The interior arrangement differs from that of the other stiyc- 
tures for public worship in this town, in having the pulpit on 
the side of the principal entrance, and a gradual rise thence 
to the opposite extremity. ‘The choir also, is situated imme. 
diately behind the pulpit ata small elevation, so that the whole 
of the otiiciating part of the congregation is placed together, 
Much praise is certainly due to those liberal and public-spirit- 
ed individuals, through whose instrumentality mainly this 
noble and ornamental edifice has been reared, and we cordially 
hope that their munificent exertions will be rewarded in the 
way which we ave persuaced will be to them the most desiva- 
ble, namely, the advancement and promotion of the public mo- 
rals—(Providence) dt. I. American. 


+ <i 


‘The Pews of the Universalist Chapel were sold by auction, 
on the 2ist November. ‘The amount of the sales was about 
$15,000. ‘Lhe Pews, remaining unsold, it is expected, will 
be taken up by those of the Society who were not among the 
purchasers. ‘Lhe cost of the Chapel was about $19,000.—J). 








FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


ON THE UNIVERSAL GOODNESS OF GOD. 


(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 155.) 


«Tue Lorp is Good unto ALL; and his TENDER MERCIES are OVer ALL MIS 
wonrks,—Ps. cxiv. 9. 

irom the declaration of the Psalmist in our text, we are il! 
the third place taught, that all the remainder of Gods works, 
though incapable of enjoying the effects of his goodness and 
inercy, yet serve for their manifestation. By the words * all 
his works,” we are undoubtedly to understand, not only his 
rational and sensitive creatures, but all his other works with- 
out exception. As though it had been said, God is net only 
kind to all those creatures which are susceptible of his kind- 
ness, in reference to themselves, but he has left the marks and 
plain indications of his goodness and tender mercy impressed 
upon every portion of the creation; all things being adapted 
to answer benevolent purposes in relation to those creatures 
capable of the enjoyment of God’s eternal love. This is no 
harsh construction of the words ; but whether it be just or not 
in point of criticism, it is undoubtedly true; and this senti- 
ment corresponds to what is declared in many other parts 0 
the scripture. “ Ged saw every thing that he had made; an¢ 
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tehold it was very good,” all his works accordingly, are said 
to be made by him * in wisdom,” * to praise him,” and the 
like. Such passages must be supposed to have reference to 
the goodness of God’s inanimate works, considered in relation 
to his rational and sensitive creatures to whose use and plea- 
sure they are adapted : either by affording to them subsistence, 
or pleasing the eye, the ear, or the imagination, or contri- 
buting to their benefit in some other respect. It is not easy 
to conceive why they should be called “ very good,” or said 
“ to praise him,” but upon the supposition of their being wisely 
and kindly adapted to afford subsistence, pleasure or delight, 
to creatures capable of enjoyment. 

It is evident to sense and reason, that the whole visible 
creation is the work of a good and merciful being, not merely 
of an infinitely intelligent and powerful one. Te structure, 
the admirable order and adjustment of the various parts, no- 
thing superfluous, nothing wanting, from whence results the 
harmony and beauty of the whole, prove the former as certain- 
ly as they do the latter; loudly proclaiming, at once, the 
power, wisdom, and goodness of the adorable creator. ‘The 
air, the heavens, the earth and sea besides affording habitation 
and subsistence to so many millions of other creatures, are all 
wlapted in some degree to the use and comfort of man in par- 
ticular. Here are harmony to ravish his ear, beauty to feast 
his eye, grateful odours, delicious fruits, liquors, &c. at once 
io gratify almost every sense. Thus, ample provision is made, 
not only for his necessary support, but also for his pleasure 
and delight, within the bounds of reason, or a virtuous mode- 
ration. And if nature, or rather its author, sends disease, he 
sends also remedies: Nor are there fewer antidotes than poi- 
sons in the natural world; though there is indeed, now no 
‘* tree of life” to be seen therein, of which we may “ eat and live 
forever”? here. Yet “ wisdom is a tree of life to them that lay 
hold upon her, and happy is every one that retaineth her.”’”— 
Kven immortality happily through the second Adam, the Lord 
rrom heaven, who hath * abolished death, and brought life and 
unmortality to light, through the gospel.” 

‘The benevolent ends and uses of every part of the visible 
ereation are thus most obvious, and as to those particular 
circumstances, the final causes, or good intent of which lie 
less open to common view, the more attentively they are ex- 
amined, and the better they are understood, the more clearly 
do they manifest both the wisdom, and the goodness of God ; 
Shewing that ‘ the earth is (indeed) full of his riches,” while 
‘ the heavens proclaim his glory.” 

No one, however, can imagine, for a moment, that the works 
ofa malevoleat or unmerciful being, would tend to his praise 
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and honour, whatever art, contrivance or power, there Might 
appear inthem. This art, contrivance and power, would un. 
doubtedly, be applied to evil and malicious purposes, being dj- 
rected by the nature of the controling cause, and would be rather: 
a just ground for reproaches and execrationsthan for such praise 
and glory as are justly due to the ever-blessed God, who is good 
to all, and whose tender mercies are ** overall his works.? 

Fourthly—God is, therefore, an absolutely, a perfectly good 
and merciful being ; or good in the highest conceivable sense. 
This follows evidently from the premises. According to this 
character of him and his works, goodness and mercy are the 
most pre-eminent, the most distinguished attributes of God: 
for his unsearchable wisdom and infinite power, if we may so 
express it, ave but the ministers of his infinite goodness, being 
wholly employed to accomplish his good and gracious purposes 
respecting his creatures. It is accordingly said of him, by 
one that was sent forth from heaven to declare and make him 
known to the inhabitants of the earth, that there is * none 
good but onx, that is Gop,” and agreeably to this declaration 
St. John says, ** Gop 1s Love,” words which express, in the 
strongest and most emphatic manner, his essential, boundless, 
and perfect goodness. And it is worthy of particular remark, 
that although God is infinitely wise and powerful, as well as 
good, yet he is never stiled in scripture, wisdom or power, in 
the abstract, as he is here stiled Love. Perfect goodness, love 
itself, is his very essence, in a peculiar sense; immeasurable, 
immutable, universal and everlasting Love ; and nothing that 
iS in any manner or degree inconsistent with such love, has 
any place in Gop, for ** God is light, and in him there is no 
darkness.” 1 John. 5. 

God being all knowing, independent and almighty, the ab- 
solute perfection of his goodness may be deduced from hence. 
together with all moral qualities, in the highest possible de- 
gree. Such a being must know, what is in itself good, as an 
end, viz. happiness: and also know whatever is right and rea- 
sonable, excellent and glorious, which may all be comprehend- 
ed in doing good. He must also know all the possible means 
or ways of accomplishing it, and which are the best, most 
proper, and most effectual ; so as not to be subject to any mis 
take or error. Moreover, being dependent and _ all powel- 
ful, he can never act under any wrong bias, nor have any dif- 
ficulties to discourage him in pursuing what is right ; any end 
truly great, noble and excellent. From these premises thus 
briefly stated, it follows undeniably, that such an.all-knowing; 
independent and infinitely powerful being, must also be infi- 
nitely, perfectly good. The fitness and reasonableness of be- 
ing so, would undoubtedly determine him to be so. By which 
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Yatter expression, Lf am far from designing to suggesi, cither 
that there was a time when God was not good, or that he migh! 
possibly kave been otherwise; I mean directly the reverse in 
both respects, viz. that as this fitness was eternally seen, God 
was eternally good; and as he saw it necessarily, he was as 
necessarily good; and yet not contrary to his own will or 
choice, which would amount to a contradiction ; but in strict 
conformity to it, even from eternity. For nothing was prior, 
not even the existence of God, to his will to be good, or in 
other words, to his goodness; for these are the same thing in 
the ever glorious Jehovah. The above follows of course from 
the unchangeable nature of Deity. 

That the appearances or manifestations of divine goodness. 
are various and manifold at different times and places, is no 
objection against the absolute perfection and sameness of that 
goodness itself. It is no more than the natural and necessary 
consequences of perfect goodness, in calling such a wonderful 
variety of creatures into existence, who, if they exist at all, 
must exist at certain particular times and places; and the ex- 
ternal manifestations of God’s eternal goodness, must be as 
various as the nature and circumstances of the creatures which 
he has made to partake of it. 

But, though it be demonstrably certain upon principles 
of reason, that God is perfectly good and merciful, yet, what- 
ever sinful creatures might imagine, they could not, withoujs 
an express revelation from keaven, know that God would cer- 
tainly pardon their sins upon repentance and reformation, or 
that he had devised a plan to purge them from the iniquity into 
Which they are now sunk, and to render them all eternally 
happy; nay, of the very fact of their resurrection from the 
grave, to astate of immortality, reason and nature leaves them 
completely ignorant. It might appear to them a, probability, 
but it could not be depended on to the exclusion of doubt and 
every just cause of uneasy apprehension; the reason is that 
primitive justice is, in God, a branch of goodness, so much so, 
that a perfectly good and merciful being must in many cases 
be obliged to punish by entailing misery upon transgressors, 
in pursuance of his general benevolent designs in reference to 
his creatures, for the support of order, the discountenancing 
of error, and the encouragement of virtue, on which the com- 
mon good of allessentially depends. And how shoulda vicious 
man, especially one who has been so to a great degree, know 


upon principles of reason only, that God is more pleased that. 


he should be turned from his sin and made happy, than he is 
in the continuance of his misery ; the oblivion of eternal sleep 
is all the comfort reason can point out for the miseries which 
& sinner feels when he first becomes conscieus how far he has 
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transgressed from the road to happiness and peace; nature 
confines our hopes to time and sense, and bounds all our 
prospects with the grave. Had we no other light than what the 
world affords, we would be left, like the half foundered vessel, 
to be tossed upon the billows of anxious doubt and uncertainty, 
if not to sink into the abyss of an horrible despair! One prin- 
cipal end therefore, of Jesus Chrisi’s coming into this apostate 
world, was to reveal ihe goodness of God, in proclaimin 
pardon and eternal life to sinners as the free gift of Jehovah, 
to set a seal to the divine promises made to his people of oid, 
and to be himself the witness of the glorious doctrine of * the 
resurrection and a lite to come.” hus, by the Christian re- 
velation, a light indeed from heaven, sinful man is delivered 
from that state of darkness and perplexity respecting salvation 
from sin and a future state of immortality, in which he is left 
by the mere light of nature. In this dispensation of grace, the 
goodness of God to, and his tender mercies over all the sinful 
children of men, are most clearly and gloriously manifested. 
It is both © a faithful saying,” and worthy “ of all acceptation, 
that Jesus Christ came into the world to save even the chief of 
sinners.’ Let us take heed, therefore, that we treat not with 
con‘empt the free redeeming grace of God; for he is not willing 
that ‘ any should perish, but that atx should come to repen- 
tance and live.”’ 

It is greatly to be lamented that this “ gospel of the king- 
dom,” this * glad tidings of great joy unto all people,” so full 
of heavenly peace, comfort and consolation, and such a won- 
derful manifestation of the love of God to mankind, this “ glo- 
rious gospel of the blessed God,” should be so perverted as it 
is by many ; so restrained as to the number of those, for whose 
salvation it was designed, by the goodness of God; so narrow- 
ed, so clogged with needless difficulties and unscriptural mys- 
teries, by systems of divinity, the product of ages of darkness 
and corruption, as to become rather an engine for disturbing 
truly pious and good Christians with doubts and fears, than to 
be an adequate relief to awakened sinners, by really manifest- 
ing the riches of God’s goodness to a guilty world to its full 
extent, through him that “ gave himself a ransom for all, to be 
testified in due time,” and I seriously declare, that if I were 
to form my conceptions of God’s moral character from such 
discourses as I have sometimes heard and read, and such as 
were by many, thought to be truly evangelical, instead of con- 
cluding him to be really “ good to all and his tender mercies 
over all his works,” essentially good, and infinitely the best 
of beings, I could not but conclude him to be infinitely more 
unjvst and cruel than any other being in the universe; such 
conduct is indeed dealing craftily with the word of God, for 
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196 Universal Goodness of God. 


transgressed from the road to happiness and peace; nature 
confines our hopes to time and sense, and bounds all ouy 
prospects with the grave. Had we no other light than what the 
world affords, we would be left, like the half foundered vessel, 
to be tossed upon the billows of anxious doubt and uncertainty, 
if not to sink into the abyss of an horrible despair! One prin- 
cipal end therefore, of Jesus Christ’s coming into this apostate 
world, was to reveal the goodness of God, in proclaimin 
pardon and eternal life to sinners as the free gift of Jehovah, 
to set a seal to the divine promises made to his people of old, 
and to be himself the witness of the glorious doctrine of * the 
resurrection and a lite to come.*”? hus, by the Christian re- 
velation, a light indeed from heaven, sinful man is delivered 
from that state of darkness and perplexity respecting salvation 
from sin and a future state of immortality, in which he is left 
by the mere light of nature. In this dispensation of grace, the 
goodness of God to, and his tender mercies over all the sinful 
children of men, are most clearly and gloriously manifested. 
It is both * a faithful saying,” and worthy “ of all acceptation, 
that Jesus Christ came into the world to save even the chief of 
sinners.’ Let us take heed, therefore, that we treat not with 
con'empt the free redeeming grace of God; for he is not willing 
that * any should perish, but that aux should come to repen- 
tance and live.” 

It is greatly to be lamented that this “ gospel of the king- 
dom,” this “ glad tidings of great joy unto all people,’’ so full 
of heavenly peace, comfort and consolation, and such a won- 
derful manifestation of the love of God to mankind, this * glo- 
rious gospel of the blessed God,’”’ should be so perverted as it 
is by many ; so restrained as to the number of those, for whose 
salvation it was designed, by the goodness of God; so narrow- 
ed, so clogged with needless difficulties and unscriptural mys- 
teries, by systems of divinity, the product of ages of darkness 
and corruption, as to become rather an engine for disturbing 
truly pious and good Christians with doubts and fears, than to 
be an adequate relief to awakened sinners, by really manifest- 
ing the riches of God’s goodness to a guilty world to its full 
extent, through him that *‘ gave himself a ransom for all, to be 
testified in due time,” and I seriously declare, that if I were 
to form my conceptions of God’s moral character from such 
discourses as I have sometimes heard and read, and such as 
were by many, thought to be truly evangelical, instead of con- 
cluding him to be really * good to all and his tender mercies 
over all his works,” essentially good, and infinitely the best 
of beings, I could not but conclude him to be infinitely more 
unjst and cruel than any other being in the universe; such 
conduct is indeed dealing craftily with the word of God, for 
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while there is no just cause to doubt from the appearances ot 
nature, or from the dictates of reason, of the goodness and 
mercy of God, in the revelation of his character and will, con- 
tained in his divine word, we have positive, conclusive and de 
monstrative proofs that he is so in the highest conceivable 
sense. Let me here add, that if this doctrine of the pertect 
goodness of God, were not strictly true in the highest imagi- 
nable sense, there would be no suficient ground ior an unve- 
served trust and confidence in him. For, if in any one case, 
he may be supposed to be capable of acting unreasonably, 
cruelly or contrary to the dictates of goodness, why not in 
others, why not in every case? where then would be our safe 
ty 2 what security would any, even the most virtuous, ** the 
angels of heaven” themselves have? that they should not even 
without reason, without just cause, become the objects of God's 
insupportable wrath! will you say that they are effectually 
secured by his gracious promises ? But what firm, unreserved 
confidence could be placed in the word of any one, unless he 
be perfectly good and faithful? If he were not so, he might de- 
ceive them, and instead of exalting them to heaven hereafter, 
‘ thrust them down” to a hell of unutterable misery! if he 
deal arbitrarily, capriciously, or cruelly by any, no one could 
be certain of his favour, for he may do the same by us, not- 
withstanding his supposed word and promise? For any being 
that acts such a part in one case, may do the like in another: 
That we may be assured of his love to us, we must be certain 
that he ever has, and ever will act a part of love and mercy to 
all; without such an assurance, where would be our * rock of 
peace?” on what would our hope, our confidence, be grounded, 
supposing the present popular doctrines to be true ?—alas! on 
nothing better than the word, the promise, the oath of an all- 
powerful being, who is capable of acting unreasonably, ca- 
priciously, arbitrarily and cruelly, or contrary to the dictates 
of goodness, in relation to millions of his rational offspring !—- 
A miserable support to an immortal soul, that must be cither 
happy or miserable while it exists, and is absolutcly depen- 
dant upon him that made it! It is, therefore, at least for the 
eternal interest of aut, that God should be as perfectly good 
and merciful as we declare his word to represent him; which, 
though it be no direct proof, is yet sufficient to shew, that no 
man can in reason be prejudiced against this doctrine, or have 
any dislike to it. even upon the supposition that he cannot at 
present see sufficient evidence for its support. ‘Though, how 
any one can possibly doubt of it, and yet believe the holy 
scriptures, is quite unaccountable. For is it not therein de- 
clared—** The Lord is Goep unto arr, and his TENDER MER- 
CIES are Over ALL HIS WORKS,” 
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Fallacious Reasoning. 


FROM THE BOSTON GNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


FALLACIOUS REASONING. 


The following extracts of fallacious reasoning are froi a 
-germon delivered in Weymouth, December 18, 1808, by the 
Rev. Jacop Norton, from 1 Tim. ii. 2—4. ** Who will have 
all men to be saved and come unto the knowledge of the truth.” 

The object of the sermon is to induce the belief that this text 
is not in favour of the doctrine of Universal Salvation, as will 
appear from the following quotation: ‘* I proceed to observe, 
that it cannot intend determination in God, if by * all men,’ he 
meant the whole of the human race. ‘This is evident, from the 
consideration that all men, in this unlimited sense, have not 
‘ come to the knowledge of the truth.’ ” 

If we were to hear some ignorant person, who never had the 
advantages of a common school education, and who had never 
travelled beyond the limits of the parish in which he was born, 
reason in this way, we should certainly be surprised at his 
stupidity ; and if nature had not been severely unkind, in with- 
holding from her child a competent share of common sense, it 
would bervery easy to convince him of the-fallacy of his rea- 
soning, by asking him if his father could not will, even to a 
determination, that he should bring home all his sheep, at 
evening, and secure them in the fold, before he had actually 
done it. But what shall we think of a scholar, whose ac- 
quaintance with logic is suflicient to give him clear sight 
through many complicated questions, who reasons in this way? 
Is it necessary to suggest to this reverend gentleman, that his 
belief, that all the finally impenitent will be forever punished 
pursuant to a determination of the Divine Being, is refuted by 
his own reasoning? Surely he does not suppose that all the 
non-elect were in hell from ail eternity ? Nor does he pretend 
to believe that all the elect were from all eternity in a state of 
immortal holiness and felicity, though he believes that God, 
from all eternity, determined that they should finally be brought 
to such a state, through a Redeemer. Now what is the reason 
that learned clergymen reason in such a way 2? Do they really 
believe that the people are so entirely destitute of common 
sense, as to believe that the Divine Being cannot will or deter- 
mine any event before it takes place? 

Although I use this pointed language, I do it for no other 
purpose than to awaken attention to the subject ; I would not 
insinuate that the clergy use such arguments with a design to 
deceive peeple to their damage ; the fraud may be intended as 
& pious one. 
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Failacious Reasoning. . 199 


This method of reasoning respecting, the will of God that all 
inen should be saved and come unto the knowledge of the truth, 
I believe is generally adopted by the clergy who adhere to Mr. 
Norton’s creed; for it is but a few days since I saw a letter 
written by a clergyman not far from this city, which contain- 
ed the same arguments, and almost in the same words. 

In the sermon from which we here extract, we find this sort 
of reasoning repeated in the following words: “ It is evident 
that will, in the passage of the text, cannot mean determina- 
tion from this circumstance, that the world, in general, * lieth 
in wickedness.” Christian reader, what is the amount of this 
reasoning ? It is this; God cannot determine to bring a wick- 
ed man to repentance, and to a saving knowledge of the truth, 
because this man lieth in wickedness? We will ask Mr. 
Norton whether those of his church in Weymouth, who he be- 
lieves are real Christians, were not once unbelievers, and whe- 
ther, at that time, they did not “lie in wickedness?” But 
will he contend that God did not determine to bring them to 
the knowledge of the truth before they were brought to the 
knowledge of it? 

Here follows another specimen of clerical reasoning, and it 
is nearly equal to the one just noted: * But has God determi- 
ned that all men, without exception, or even that the greater 
part of them should come to the knowledge of the truth, how 
shall we account for the overflowings of ‘ungodliness in the 
world ?”? Let us look at this reasoning. What does it amount 
to? It amounts to this; If a man be ungodly, it proves that 
God does not determine to bring him to the knowledge of the 
truth ; and, as far the greater part of mankind are ungodly, 
it is evident that God never determined that the greatest part 
of mankind should ever come to the knowledge of the truth, and 
be saved. Of course, God determined that the greatest part 
of mankind should never be saved nor come unto the knowledge 
of the truth. But, after all, does not Mr. Norton and all the 
clergy of his creed believe that some of the ungodly are em- 
braced in God’s gracious determination to save? Do they not 
believe the following scriptures? Rom. iv. 4,5. ‘ Now to 
him that worketh is the reward not reckoned of grace, but of 
debt. But to him that worketh not, but believeth on him that 
justifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for righteousness.” 
Chap. v. 6. ** For when we were without strength, in due 
time Christ died for the ungodly.” According to these scrip- 
tures, Christ died for the ungodly, and God justifies the un- 
godly; but, according to Mr. Norton’s reasoning, God never 
determined to save the ungodly, who lic in wickedness! Who 
then, I would ask, does God determine to save? Christ said he 
came not to call the righteous, but sinners to repentance. 
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BAITe) Essay ou Future Punishmeii. 


Again our preacher says; ‘* That the word will, in the text, 
does not intend determination with respect to the salvation of 
all men, indiscriminately, is evident from this consleration, 
that God wills, or determines that all men, indiscriminately, 
shall nor be saved; but that some of them shall be the subjects 
of his wrath.”? And in order to support this statement, Mr. 
Norton quotes the following passage from St. Paul: “ What if 
God, willing to show his wrath, and to make his power known, 
endured with much long-suffering the vessels of wrath fitted to 
destruction.” Here the preacher plainly asserts, that God 
has determined that all men, indiscriminately, shall not be 
saved! Observe this, Christian reader, and then ask the ques- 
tion, if that God, who has determined that the greatest part 
of mankind shall not be saved, is honest when he pretends to 
offer his favour to all? Ask again, Is it possible that Mr. 
Norton should not see the direct contradiction of his own state- 
ment? He says, in page 4, * And that it (will) is really ex- 
pressive of benevolence in God is admitted ; for determination, 
in God, that men should be saved, or his commanding them to 
be saved, must originate in the benevolence of his nature.” 
Did hypocrisy ever equal this? Here God is represented as 
benevolently commanding all those to be saved whom he has de- 
termined shall not be saved! The wisdom that is from above 
is ** without partiality and without hypocrisy.” But what has 
the passage, which Mr. Norton quoted to prove his assertion 
above noticed, to do with it? Is it not evident that a person 
may be a vessel of wrath for a season, and afterwards become 
a vessel of mercy 2? See Eph. ii. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, ** And you hath 
he quickened, who were dead in trespasses and sins; wherein 
in time past ye walked according to the course of this world, 
according to the prince of the power of the air, the spirit that 
now worketh in the children of disobedience ; among whom 
also we all had our conversation in times past in the lust of 
our flesh, fulfilling the desires of the flesh and of the mind ; 
and were by nature the children of wrath, even as others. But 
God, who is rich in mercy, for his great love wherewith he 
loved us, even when we were dead in sin, hath he quickened 
us together with Christ.” | 

Much of the rest of this sermon is as destitute of sound rea- 
son or scripture authority, as those passages are, which we 
have noticed. 








‘* ESSAY ON FUTURE PUNISHMENT.” 


An Essay under the above title will be found in the Presby- 
terian Magazine for August, September and October last, and 
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Essay on Future Punishment. 201 


on which we have given some remarks in this Magazine of 
September, October and November last, at the close of which, 
. 124, we said, (** To be confinued.”?) For although the Es- 
say in the Presbyterian Magazine ended with the initials * G. 
W. J.,”? without saying that it was to be continued, yet we had 
not the least idea that the writer had gone through with what 
he intended, but supposed that the subject would have been 
prosecuted still further. We had a right to suppose this; for 
the system and doctrine of universal salvation, as is now most 
generally believed by its advocates, had scarcely been touched, 
and the strongest objection to the doctrine of endless misery, 
so far from being attempted to be answered, had not been 
named. ‘To wit, the doctrine is a gross impeachment of the 
divine character ; as it represents him as being, either direct- 
ly or indirectly, (to at least by far the greatest proportion of 
the human race, ) infinitely cruel! As the scriptures are silent as 
to the magnitude of the demerit of sin, and we have nothing 
but reason, Justice and equity, to guide us on the subject, we 
deny that sin, even of the deepest dye, or the most aggravating 
enormity, either deserves, or can deserve, from the hand of 
strict justice, without any regard to mercy, any thing more 
than a forfeiture of what God has given; viz. a forfeiture of 
existence; but that endless misery is infinitely more to be 
dreaded than non-existence must be obvious to every person of 
common sense. <A being, therefore, by whatever name he may 
be called, who can even propose, much less inflict, such un- 
merciful punishment, can be looked up to only with dread and 
horror! If we could attach ignorance, or imperfection to such 
a being, there might be some excuse, some palliation of the 
wickedness of the acts though this would by no means relieve 
the sulferer; but viewing such a being as Almighty, consuim- 
mate in all his perfections, he must be infinitely good, or in- 
finitely bad! there can be no medium between the two ex- 
tremes! He must then be " object of infinite love, or else an 
object of infinite hatred!! Can we hesitate a moment to decide 
in what light such a character ought to be viewed? No. The 
writer of this article dues not hesitate to say, that, in his 
aprtiahy it would be~even sin, to look up to a being, possess- 
¢ the character, actuated by the motives, and perpetr ating 
the acts attributed to the infinite Jehovah, with the least d ‘eree 
pi reverence, love, or even respect. ‘lo say that he makes 
some happy, only adds inconsistency to cruelty. If he were 
to make all alike miserable, according to his power, or their 
supposed deserts, he would at least be consistent with himself, 
though cruel to his creatures. But we are not allowed to find 
even this bright spot in the character we are contemplating : 
in a word, we cannot form an idea of a character which could 
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he worse; alter it in any manner whatever, and you alter ij 
lor the better. 

Thus, we have fully expressed our opinion of the doctrine 
of endless misery, without the least reserve; and we most re- 
spectfully invite the learned clergy generally, and particular- 
ly of this city, who are daily preaching the doctrine from their 
pul pits, and issuing the same from the press, to show wherein 
our opinion is incorrect. If they should say that what we 
have written is blasphemous, and that they will not stain their 
characters to answer it, we reply, if it be blasphemy it is blas- 
phemy only against the Baal, or Moloch of Antichrist. But if 
it be thought to be blasphemy, in a criminal point of view, 
arraign itas such; we are prepared to show that it is not; so far 
from it, we say that the great Almighty being whom alone we 
adore, **who is good to all, and whose tender mercies are over 
all his works,” is not at all implicated in what we have written 
en this subject; and we firmly believe that the character of that 
being is as opposite to the character we have described as light 
is to darkness, or as holiness is to sm. 

But, to return to the pomt from whence we have wandered ; 
our opponent, * G. W. J.,” has not appeared in the Presbyte- 
rian Magazine, as we have seen, since October last; for certain- 
ly the Essay on future punishment has neither been resumed 
nor continued. It will have been perceived that in the Essay 
above alluded to, ** future punishment” is only another phrase 
for endless misery ; because the essayist does not admit of a li- 
inited punishment after death; and his principal arguments 
have been levelled against the arguments of Mr. Winchester 
and others, who admit a future punishment, but deny the eter- 
nity of its duration. Now while our opponent has given us no 
proof of the doctrine of endless misery, yet, it is presumed he 
is aware, as we have no objection to acknowledge, he has at- 
tacked the doctrine of universal salvation in its most vulnera- 
ble point. But notwithstanding all this, we are perfectly wil- 
ling to submit what he has written, with our remarks, to the 
judgment and candour of enlightened and impartial judges, let 
their sentiments in other respects be what they may. It should 
be remembered that the first volume of the Presbyterian Ma- 
gazine was edited by twelve reverend divines of the Presbyte- 
rian order, and all respectable for learning and talents; i 
which Dr. Wylie made an attack on universalism, and, as we 
say, deserted the field of controversy in the midst of the engage- 
ment. The second edition has been edited by « William Neill, 
D. D. with the assistance of a number of literary gentlemen.” 
It is presumable, therefore, that the essay in question would 
not have been admitted, unless it was (at least believed to be) the 
best that could have been written en the,subject. The second 
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Hifference of Sentiment. 205 


volume being now complete, we are informed that in future. it 
will be called the Christian Advocate, and the editoriaj I: 

vours will devolve on the Rev. Ashbell Green, D. D. late Pre- 
sident of the College at Princeton, New-Jersey. The present 
controversy, therefore, we consider as closed; and closed, as 
we say, not atall to the disadvantage, but highly to the honour 
of the doctrine of universal salvation. Not that our opponents 
have noticed any thing which we have written on the subject, 
or that we expect they ever will; but they have written what 
they pleased, and we have passed every thing on this subject in 
review. We shall send this number to the publisher, for the 
benefit of the Editor of the Christian Advocate, and recuest 
an exchange; not that an exchange will be of any particular 
service to us, (as we always have the privilege of perusing their 
numbers, through the politeness of one of their subscribers, 
who is friendly to us, and who also takes our Magazine,) yet 
we wish at all times, and on all occasions, to show our libera- 
lity. By this token of our respect and esteem, the Rev. Mr. 
Green will consider himself included in the invitation which 
we have given to the clergy generally, and particularly of this 
elty, to shew us wherein we are incorrect. A. K. 








DIFFERENCE OF SENTIMENT AMONG UNIVERSALISTS. 


The difference of sentiment which exists among Universa- 
iists in regard to afuture retribution, or in other words, in re- 
gard to rewards and punishments for sin, has of late, particu- 
larly among some of our eastern brethren, put on a serious 
aspect, and seems to portend a seperation of that wien which 
has so long, and so happily subsisted among them. For ouar- 
selves we can see no occasion for this, and should hope, so 
long as we are agreed in one general sentiment, that all mighi 
be able to maintain -the “ unity of the spirit in the bond of 
peace.”* ‘That there is a specific difference of sentiment on this 
subject, we admit ; but then we can see no good reason why be- 
lievers in our general sentiment should not, notwithstanding 
this specific difference, harmonize together. ‘* Une party 
believe, that all human suffering,” says a writer on this sud- 
ject, “ is bounded by death, and the other, that it extends be- 
yond death.” Now, so long as both parties agree that the time 
will come when all human suffering will be at an end, why 
should this destroy the fellowship subsisting between them - 
it appears to us, that there is not, or at least, we are at a loess 
to perceive wherein there is any material difference in princi- 
ple, but only’ in regard to ways and means by which th¢ 

* Eph. iv. 5, 
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ultimate end or purpose of God will be carried into effect, 
But should it be admitted that there is a difference of princi- 
ple, it must still be granted that both are founded in the love 
of God, and that both tend to the final holiness, and consequent 
happiness, of all mankind. } 

A writer, signing himself “ Restorationist,”’ has appeared 
in the Christian Repository, making ** an appeal to the public’ 
against the editors of the (Boston) Universalist Magazine, 
complaining that a plece signed ** Lover of Truth,” by the 
same writer, had been excluded from that paper; while another, 
the Rev. Jacob Wood, * by the request.” as he says, ** and in 
behalf of others,” has, in the same work, made an appeal * te 
the world.”? The latter gentleman has mace the following de- 
claration. 


1. “ That, in our opinion, the doctrine of universal salvation, at 
the commencement of a future state, and that of the final restora- 
tion of all men by Jesus Christ, through faith and repentance, are 
distinct and different doctrines, and are incapable of being recon- 
ciled together.” 

2. That we consider the former doctrine to be subversive of a 
just sense of our accountability to God, and the proper distinction 
between virtue and vice, and consequently, lessens thé motives to 
virtue, and gives force to the temptations of sin.” 


The above declaration is followed by a few explanatory re- 
marks, all of which are requested to be inserted in several pe- 
riodical publications ; but as there has been no particular re- 
quest that they should be inserted in this Magazine, and as the 
subject more particularly concerns some of our brethren at the 
eastward, we are not disposed to insert the pieces at full 
length, neither should we thought it expedient to mention the 
subject at all, but to request that whatever may be written or 
published on either side, it may be done with that frankness 
and candour which shail do honour to the cause of truth. 
Although, therefore, this subject has not been particularly di- 
rected, to us, yet we have a few remarks to make on the above 
declaration, as it appears to us to be peculiarly objectionable. 
The first article in the declaration speaks of “ the doctrine of 
universal salvation, at the commencement of a future state.” 
But in the explanatory remarks the writer speaks of “ imme- 
diate universal salvation,” and that, (that is, according to the 
doctrine) “ those who die impenitent are immediately intro- 
duced into a state of perfect happiness and glory,” &c. We 
do not pretend to know what ideas may be imbibed on this sub- 
ject by our brethren at the eastward, but for ourselves, we have 
no more idca of happiness in a state of natural death, than wé 
have in a state of moral death. and as much believe in the ne 








ct 
Ci- 
ve 
ant 


ed 
et? 
ne, 
he 
e7, 

in 

te 
je- 


at 
Ta- 
are 
on 


fa 
on 
to 


re- 
ne- 


the 
he 


ull 
the 


S$ 
th, 


(li- 
ve 
le. 


of 


e4 
- wr 
Je 


1e- 
he 
PO- 


Difference of Sentiment. 205 


cessity of a resurrection from natural ‘as well as from moral 
death, in order to be happy. To us, therefore, the cominence- 
ment of a future state, is the commencement of a resurrection 
state, which we are told shall be ** in glory.” (1 Cov. xv. 
43.) But we have no evidence that the resurrection is — 
ed, even with regard to any, save our Lord Jesus Chirisi 
whose resurrection is a pledge and pattern of ours. Neither 
do we think that the doctrine of “the final restoration oi 
al! men by Jesus Christ,”? exclusively belongs to those who 
hold to a state of future punishment ; because, since we believe 
that God raised up Jesus from the dead, so we also believe that 
he will raise us up (even all men) “By sEsUS;’? (2 Cor. iv. 14.) 
‘Lhe doctrine of the resurrection, therefore, (and of course the 
‘‘ yestoration,”) of * ail men by Jesus Christ,” as much Lic- 
longs to us as to brother Wood and the * Restorationist.’ 

As to * faith and repentance,”’ it will not be contended hy 
any one that faith can make the thing belicved any more 
true than it was before it was believed. A salvation by faith, 
therefore, can only be enjoyed in a state where we anticipate 
the enjoyment of a fact at some future pericé, which Cees not 
yet exist, at least only in the will and purpose of God, ue d the 
knowledge of which is brought to light only by the gospel: this 
is What we understand by gospel or evangelical faith. As to 
the doctrine of repentance, if brother Wood, or bis brother 
‘* Restorationist,””? expects any compensation for the grexut 
work of repentance, either in this world or the world to comv, 
more than the happy fruits which naturally grow out of the per- 
formance of such a duty, we can only say, that fey expect 
something which we do not. We believe that repentance gives 
to the penitent sinner, immediately, all that it ever can give, 
and alf that repentance can merit, and therefore we look for 
nothing further. 

We do not see, therefore, how that * the doctrine of univer- 
sal salvation, at the commencement of a future state,’’ and the 
doctrine of ** the restitution of all things,” according to any 
scriptural view of the subject, can be considered ** distinct and 
different doctrines ;” so far from it we think that they perfect- 
ly harmonize, and may be * reconciled together.” And the 
only reason why any of our brethren think otherwise, is, in our 
opinion, because they attach something to the latter doctrine 
not warranted in scripture. 

2. ‘The second article in the foregoing declaration, is alto- 
sether gratuitous assertion, without even the shadow of proot 
and is also contrary to common observation. When brother 
Wood can prove that he and his brethren, who believe in what he 
is pleased to call “the modern corruption of the genuine doctrine 
of the restoration of all men,”’-feel a less * accountability tou 
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God,” have less ** motives to virtue,” or more frequently piye 
way ‘“ to the temptations of sin,” than those who hold to fy. 
ture punishment, then it will be time enough to talk about the 
tendency of the doctrine; for any doctrine which has, in reality, 
these effects, carries with it strong presumptive proof that it is 
bad. How can any man know the tendency ofa doctrine, as to 
the effect on the human mind, unless he is to judge of it by its 
effects on those who profess to believe it? These arguments, sq 
far as they go, are exactly like the hue and cry of the doctrine 
of endless misery, and if mankind are to be made better by ad- 
dressing their fears, why not hold up the biggest bug bear pos- 
sible ?—come to the doctrine of endless misery at once; for as 
u motive of fear, this must certainly be a stronger motive? But 
this may be said to be unjust. How so? If you can Justify the 
punishment of crime for one moment, after crime ceases, why 
not, upon the same principle, punish it eternally ? If any mo- 
tive can exist, aside from that of eradicating the offence, that 
motive, for aught we can sec, must not only proceed from, but 
terminate in God, and therefore may eternally exist; hence the 
sinner may be eternally punished !!! 

We excuse the Editor of the “ Repository” for not publish- 
ing our concluding remarks in reply to Hyram, (see No. 15, 
page 100,) especially, if in his judgment they were unworthy 
of a place in his work; for we conceive that every editor should 
exercise discretionary powers in all such cases; and although 
we may feel a little disappointed, yet, it is conceived, we have 
noright to complain. We may be permitted, however, to say, 
that, in our opinion, a person who is contending only for the 
truth, requiring as he may the assistance of his friends, and 
not contending at all for mastery, is as likely to judge correct 
ly of the writings of his opponent as any one else. But, on 
this subject, we have no more to add; as it is possible that the 
whole of the writings, on both sides of the question, may fal! 
into the hands of some others, also, who will be equally compe. 
tent to judge, from their decision we shall make no other ap- 
peal than to the searcher of all hearts for the correctness 0! 
our motives. 








A zealous, eloquent preacher of the Arminian principles, 
used the following energetic method to induce sinners to repent 
and serve Christ. Come, sinners, leave the service of the 
devil and try religion for one year, one month, one wesk, oF 
even one day, and if you are dissatisfied and want to ge back 
to your old master again, i will be the devil’s bondsman that 
he will accept ef you.”’——Rel. Intelligencer. 
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An avaricious professor was asked, how he could exhort and 
pray with such fervor. He replied: ‘¢ 1 leave my worldly 
disposition at the threshold of the house.” ‘True, saidianeigh- 
bour, but you are careful to leave it where you c find it 
again when you come out.—ZIb. 


i 








Extract of a letter from the Rev. a, Brooks, of Barnardstown, 
(Mass.) dated December 1, 1822. 


Inveterate and unmanly opposition is manifested to the cause 
of truth in many places. 

In Townshend, Vt. a Mr. Jonathan Smith died, a few days 
ago, rejoicing in the belief of universal salvation. But I learn, 
from credible authority, that considerable, and unjustifiable 
means were used to set in circulation a story of an opposite 
complexion—a story that Mr. Smith renounced that belief, be- 
fore death, and became hopefully converted to the truth, viz. 
Calvinism! I am assured, however, that he was converted 
from a belief in annihilation to that of universal salvation; and 
that his dying request was that it should be published to the 
world. 

Being fully convinced that this was the case, I request you 
to insert this in the Inquirer. When will people be willing to 
believe God’s word, as did faithful Abraham, in preference to 
the opinions of persons on a dying bed? should a thousand 
persons, ever so seriously, declare, in their last moments, that 
all mankind will not be eventually, blest in Christ, would it 
prove God’s declaration, that they will be so blest, untrue ?—- 
‘Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 








NORTHERN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSALISTS. 
The Northern association of Universalists met in council on 


Thursday, the first of October, 1822.—In Barre, County of 


Washington, Vermont. 
_ Br. John E. Palmer was chosen Moderator, Br. Samuel C. 
Loveland, Clerk, and Br. Robert Bartlet, Assistant Clerk. 
The reports, from the different societies, were highly favour- 
able, and expressive of good tidings. ‘There were nine mi- 
nisters present. Four new societies were received into fellow- 
ship, (viz.) one in Whiting, one in Craftsbury, one in Wil- 
liamston, Vermont, and one in Crownpoint, New-York. ‘There 
was also one addition to the ministry; Charles R. Marsh, who 
received a letter of fellowship. 
The association adjourned to meet at Whiting, Vermont, 
che first Wednesday and Thursday, in October. 1823. 
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FRIENDSILLP. 


Friendship—¢tis the gift of Heaven, 
Whose gommands we must obey; 

None more blissful has it given, 
None so cheers our earthly way. 


When th’ afflicting storms of life, 
Agonize the troubled breast ; 
When contention care and strife, 

Ro! the soul of quiet rest; 


Then sweet Friendship’s soothing voice 
Lulls to rest unnumber’d woes, 

Makes afflicted hearts rejoice, 
Triumphs over earthly foes. 


Friendship’s pure allaying breast 
Guides the wishes of the heart; 
Gives to life a pleasing zest, 
Bids the soul .n peace depart. 


Vriendship, pure, celestial, kind, 
Gives the anguish’d soul relief; 
Animates the virtuous mind, 
Soothes the pangs of pungent gricf. 


Friendship dwells with Peace and Love, 
Vice and strife can ne’er embrace ; 
Lifts the heart to God above, 
Trusts in him alone for grace. 


W.A. 
_———>—-——-- - 
RESPONSE, 


Hark !—that clear cclestial note, 
Breathes celestial fire of love; 

Rouse, my soul, the lyre invoke, 
Welcome home the heavenly dove. 


"Midst the ills of chequer'd life, 
Perfect bliss can ne’er be given; 

‘Side from ev’ry care and strife, 
Friendship makes a kind of heaven. 


Then be my heart to Friendship e’er 
inclin’d, . 

To cultivate the pure, the heavenly mind, 

Yor in each act of love, however small, 


Poetry. 





There is a source of bliss. It flows to all) 
Who have a heart to feel, or breast to 
glow, | 
Who ever learn’d to pity human woe; | 
And thus the generous sympathetic} 

breast, 
In blessing others, is itself most blest. : 


K. 


FROM ‘PHE VERMONT INTELLIGENCER, 
(The author of, the following beautiful 
feeling, and PIOUS production, was 
Mr. Francis Cope, a young gentle. 
man of Pinladeiphia who has been 
lately snatched by the greedy water 
from the hope of his friends. and the 
pursuit of virtuous fame He was 


drowned at sea, in his 20th vear,] 


When adverse winds right keenly blow; 
When stern affliction’s grasp we know; 
Her torch when persecution whirls; 
When envy lifts her snaky curls; 
Thrice happy he wh soul resign’d, 
Unmov’d can see the torrents run; 
Can say, bfs eye to heaven inclin’d, 
“Thy will be done.” 


O life, thy roses thorns unfold; 
O death, thy grasp is fearful cold; 
With riches come unnumber’d cares, 
With poverty ten thousand snares, 
Then where can happiness be found f 
Nor in the cot, nor purple throne,— 
Herein doth happiness abound, 
“Thy will be done.” 


When blasting winds blow cold and 
bleak ; 
With longing eye and sunken cheek 
When haggard famine stalks around; 
When war triumphant stains the ground; 
When the sad mother beats her breast, 
To sce her babe’s last sigh is drawn; 
O, what can sooth her soul to rest ? 
“ Thy will be done.” 


Tis this can still the adverse gale, 
Tis this can bid wan famine hail, 
"Tis this can soften war’s alarms, 
*Tis this oppression’s rage disarms, 
This plucks the thistle from our road 
When life’s deluded joys are gone; 
’Tis this will raise the soul to GOD, 
“ Thy will be done.” 


<< -——— 
RELIGION. 


Religion ! in that heavenly word 
What treasures, ail divine, are stored ; 
Descending from the realms above, 
Her object man, her errand love. 







She comes to sotten all our gloom, 
Invite earth's wretched wanderers home; 
Direct the path and lead the way 

Te fairer worlds and endless day- 


